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IN THE SUPREME COURT of o

OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON £ @Xz

‘ ol v

IN RE THE PERSONAL RESTRAINT !
PETITION OF: =
NO. 83377-0 -

HARRY CARRIER,
Peit STATE’S RESPONSE TO PERSONAL
ctitioner. RESTRAINT PETITION

A. ISSUES PERTAINING TO PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITION:

1. Must the petition be dismissed where petitioner’s judgment and sentence
was final more than one year ago and the judgment and sentence is valid on its face?

B. STATUS OF PETITIONER:

Petitioner, Harry Carrier, is restrained pursuant to a judgment and sentence entered
in Pierce County Cause No. 04-1-03722-2. Appendix A. On June 15, 2005, petitioner pled
guilty to first degree child molestation, dealing in depictions of minors engaged in sexually

explicit conduct, and possession of depictions of minors engaged in sexually explicit

1981 conviction for indecent liberties was comparable to a first degree child molestation
conviction. Appendix A, Sec. 4.2, This finding has never been challenged. The court

sentenced petitioner to life in prison as a persistent offender on the first degree child
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molestation count, sixty months on the dealing in depictions of minors engaged in sexually
explicit conduct, and 12 months on possession of depictions of minors engaged in sexually
explicit conduct. Appendix A.

Petitioner does not assert he is indigent in his petition, The State has no information

on petitioner’s financial status,

C. LAW & ARGUMENT:

Petitioner argues that his judgment and sentence is facially inval.id because the trial
court included his 1981 conviction for indecent liberties as part of his offender score after
it was dismissed pursuant to RCW 9.95.240. Petitioner’s fac.ial invalidity argument fails
for several reasons: First, his argument fails because RCW 9.95.240, as it existed at the
time petitioner’s indecent liberties con\"iction was dismissed, specifically states that
convictions dismissed pursuant that statute may be pleaded and proved in the prosecution
of any other offense and “shall have the same effect as if proBation had not been granted or
the information or indictment dismissed.” Second, in 2003, prior to petitioner’s sentencing
on this inatter, the legislature amended RCW 9.95.240 to add subsection (2), which allows
an offender convicted of a pre-SRA offense to petition the court to vacate the conviction
under the same terms and restrictions as RCW 9.94A.640. Finally, petitioner’s argument
that convictions dismissed pursuant to RCW 9.95.240 should be treated the same as
convictions vacated under RCW 9.95.640 also fails to establish a facial invalidity because
RCW 9.95.640 specifically prohibits the vacating of sex offenses like indecent liberties

and first degree child molestation.

a. General personal restraint petition law

Personal restraint procedure came from the State’s habeas corpus remedy, which is
guaranteed by article 4, § 4 of the State Constitution. In re Hagler, 97 Wn.2d 818, 823,

650 P.2d 1103 (1982). Collateral attack by personal restraint petition is not, however, a
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substitute for direct appeal. /d. at 824, “[C]ollateral relief undermines the principles of
finality of litigation, degrades the prominence of the trial, and sometimes costs society the
right to punish admitted offenders.” Id. (ci;ing Engle v. Issac, 456 U.S. 107, 102 S. Ct.
1558, 71 L. Ed. 2d 783 (1982)). These costs are significant and require that collateral
relief be limited in state as well as federal courts, Hagler, 97 Wn.2d at 824,

Because of the costs and risks involved, there is a time limit in which to file a
collateral attack. RCW 10.73.090(1) subjects petitions to a one-year statute of limitation.

The statute provides:

No petition or motion for collateral attack on a judgment and sentence in a
criminal case may be filed more than one year after the judgment becomes
final if the judgment and sentence is valid on its face and was rendered by
a court of competent jurisdiction.

RCW 10.73.090(1). The statue of limitations set forth in RCW 10.73.090(1) is a
mandatory rule that bars appellate consideration of personal restraint petitions filed after
the limitation period has passed, unless the petitioner demonstrates that the petition falls
within an exemption to the time limit under RCW 10,73.090 (facial invalidity or lack of
jurisdiction) or is-based solely on one or more of the following grounds:

(1) Newly discovered evidence, if the defendant acted with reasonable
diligence in discovering the evidence and filing the petition or motion;

(2) The statute that the defendant was convicted of violating was
unconstitutional on its face or as applied to the defendant’s conduct;

(3) The conviction was barred by double jeopardy under Amendment V of
the United States Constitution or Article I, section 9 of the State
Constitution;

(4) The defendant pled not guilty and the evidence introduced at trial was
insufficient to support the conviction;

(5) The sentence imposed was in excess of the court’s jurisdiction; or

(6) There has been a significant change in the law, whether substantive or
procedural, which is material to the conviction, sentence, or other
order entered in a criminal or civil proceeding instituted by the state or
local government, and either the legislature has expressly provided
that the change in the law is to be applied retroactively, or a court, in
interpreting a change in the law that lacks express legislative intent
regarding retroactive application, determines that sufficient reasons
exist to require retroactive application of the changed legal standard.
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RCW 10.73.100.

The petitioner bears the burden of proving that his petition falls within an exception
to the one year bar. Shumway v. Payne, 136 Wn.2d 383, 399-400, 964 P.2d 349 (1998).
To meet that burden of proof, the petitioner must state the applicable exception within the
petition. Shumway v. Payne, 136 Wn.2d at 399-400. Neither the Supreme Court nor the
Court of Appeals may grant relief on a petition that is time barred. See RAP 16.4(d).

A petitioner asserting a constitutional violation must show actual and substantial
prejudice. In re Haverty, 101 Wn.2d 498, 681 P.2d 835 (1984). A petitioner relying on
non-constitutional arguments, however, must demonstrate a fundamental defect that
inherently results in a complete miscarriage of justice. In re Cook, 114 Wn.2d 802, 810-
11,792 P.2d 506 (1990). This is a higher standard than the constitutional standard of
actual prejudice. In re Cook, at 810.

Reviewing courts have three options in evaluating personal restraint petitions:

1, If a petitioner fails to meet the threshold burden of showing actual
prejudice arising from constitutional error or a fundamental defect
resulting in a miscarriage of justice, the petition must be dismissed;

2. If a petitioner makes at least a prima facie showing of actual
prejudice, but the merits of the contentions cannot be determined
solely on the record, the court should remand the petition for a full
hearing on the merits or for a reference hearing pursuant to RAP
16.11(a) and RAP 16.12;

3. If the court is convinced a petitioner has proven actual prejudicial
error, the court should grant the personal restraint petition without
remanding the cause for further hearing,

In re Hews, 99 Wn.2d 80, 88, 660 P.2d 263 (1983).

The petition must include a statement of the facts upon which the claim of unlawful

restraint is based and the evidence available to support the factual allegations. RAP
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16.7(a)(2); Petition of Williams, 111 Wn.2d 353, 365, 759 P.2d 436 (1988). Affidavits,
transcripts and clerk’s papers are readily available forms of evidence that a petitioner may
employ to support his claims. /d. at 364-365. A reference hearing is not a substitute for
the petitioner’s failure to provide evide.nce to support his claims., As the Supreme Court
stated, “the purpose of a reference hearing is to resolve genuine factual disputes, not to
determine whether the petitioner actually has evidence to support his allegations.” In re
Rice, 118 Wn.2d 876, 886, 828 P.2d 1086 (1992). “Bald assertions and conclusory
allegations will not support the holding bf a hearing, but the dismissal of the petition.”
Rice, at 886, Williams, at 364-365.

The evidence presented to an appellate court to support a claim in a personal
restraint petition must also be in proper form. On this subject, the Washington Supreme
Court has stated:

It is beyond question that all parties appearing before the courts of this

State are required to follow the statutes and rules relating to authentication

of documents. This court will in future cases accept no less.

In re Connick, 144 Wn.2d 442, 458, 28 P.3d 729 (2001). This rule applies to pro se
defendants as well: |

Although functioning pro se through most of these proceedings, Petitioner

—not a member of the bar — is nevertheless held to the same responsibility

as a lawyer and is required to follow applicable statutes and rules.

Connick, 144 Wn.2d at 455. If the petitioner fails to provide sufficient competent
evidence to support his challenge, the petition must be dismissed. William, at 364. Any

supporting affidavits or declarations must be testimonial in nature. State v. Crumpton, 90

Wn. App. 297, 952 P.2d 1100 (1998).
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In the present case, petitioner’s judgment and sentence became final on July 6,
2007, the date the appellate court issued its mandate disposing of petitioner’s direct appeal.
See RCW 10.73.090(3)(b). Petitioner’s personal restraint petition was not filed until July
22, 2009, more than two years after his judgment and sentence became final, Thus,
petitioner’s petition is time barred unless he can show that.his judgment and sentence is
facially invalid or his claim falls under one of the exceptions to the time bar listed in RCW
10.73.100.

Petitioner’s sole claim in his personal restraint petition is that his judgment and
sentence is facially invalid because his 1981 indecent liberties conviction was included in
his offender score. Petitioner’s claim fails because while his 1981 indecent liberties
conviction was dismissed pursuant to RCW 9.95.240, it was never vacated, and therefore
the sentencing court properly included it when calculating petitioner’s offender score. See
Brief of Petitioner, Appendix B.

b. Under RCW 9.95.240 a defendant who has successfully completed

his probation and had his conviction dismissed, does not
automatically have his conviction vacated.

rPretitionerrr argues Vthart rdismiﬂssalm(r)ﬁfiz;l pre-ékAr ;Qg;ictién undef RCW 9;95.246 is
equivalent to vacating a conviction under RCW 9.94A.640. In making this argument,
petitioner improperly argues that existing case law was implied overruled by State v.
Breazeale and ignores the 2003 amendment to RCW 9.95.240, which outlines the only
process by which a defendant convicted of a crime prior to the effective date of the SRA
can petition the court to vacate his conviction.

In 1980, Willie Wade was convicted of unlawful possession of a controlled
substance, a class C felony. State v. Wade, 44 Wn. App. 154, 160, 721 P.2d 977, review

denied, 107 Wn.2d 1003 (1986). He was given a deferred sentence and an order of
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dismissal was later en;tered. Wade, at 160. In 1984, Wade committed two robberies and
was subsequently convicted of both. Id, at 155-56. At sentencing, the trial court included
Wade’s 1980 conviction for unlawful possession of a controlled substance as part of his
offender score. /d. at 160-61. On appeal, Wade alleged the court had erred in including the
1980 conviction in his offencier score, but the Court of Appeals affirmed, finding that even
though the conviction was dismissed it was preserved for any subsequent prosecution. Id.
at 160-61, citing State v. Braithwaite, 92 Wn.2d 624, 600 P.2d 1260 (1979), overruled on
other grounds by State v. Hennings, 100 Wn.2d 379, 670 P.2d 256 (1983). The court also
noted that even under the SRA, Wade’s unlawful possession of a controlled substance
conviction would count as part of his o.ffender score because it is a class C felony and less
than five years had passed since the date other applicant was discharged under RCW
9.94A.220. Id at 160-61.

Similarly, in State v. Moore, 75 Wn. App. 166, 876 P.2d 959 (1994), Richard
Moore was convicted of attempted indecent liberties in 1980, and received a deferred
sentence. After completing his probation, he was allowed to change his plea to not guilty
under RCW 9.95.240, and the charge was dismissed. Moore, at 169. Years later, Moore
plead guilty to a third degree assault charge, believing that his 1980 attempted indecent
liberties conviction would not count as part of his offender score because it had been
dismissed. Id. at 168-69. The trial court disagreed, and Moore’s attempted indecent
liberties conviction was included when the court célculated Moore’s offender score. On
appeal, Moore equated his 1980 dismissal under RCW 9.95.240 with a vacate under then
RCW 9.94A.230(3)' The court rejected Moore’s argument relying on State v. Wade and

the plain language of RCW 9.95.240, which expressly permits the State to plead and prove

" Currently RCW 9.94A.640.
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the dismissed charge in a subsequent prosecution and it “shall have the same effect as if
probation had not been granted, or the information or indictment dismissed.” Id. at 171
citing RCW 9.95.240. The court also noted that Moore’s conviction for indecent liberties
was a crime against persons, and therefore Moore would have been unlikely to have been
able to vacate his attempted indecent liberties conviction under RCW 9.94A.230. Id, at
170 n. 4.

Here, petitioner makes the exact same argument as was made in Moore. He is
asking this court to find that his 1985 dismissal under RCW 9.95.240 really vacated his
1981 indecent liberties conviction by analogizing the dismissal to a vacate under RCW
9.94A.640. Like Moore and Wade, this Court should reject petitioner’s argument because
a dismissal pursuant to RCW 9.95.240 is not equivalent to a vacate under RCW 9.94A.640.
Additionally, also like Moore, petitioner would not have been able to vacate his
conviction, because indecent liberties is a crime against persons, and RCW 9.94A.640
prohibits the vacation of crimes against persons.? h

Petitioner relies upon State v. Breazeale, 144 Wn.2d 829, 31 P.3d 1155 (2001), to
argue that Wade and Moore were wrongly decided. Brief of Petitioner at 3. Petitioner’s

reliance on Breazeale is misplaced

In State v. Breazeale, Randy Breazeale was convicted of second degree burglary in
1976 and, in the same year, Sheila Berlanga—Hernandez was convicted of forgery. 144
Wn.2d 829, 833. Both Breazeale and Berlanga-Hernandez received deferred sentences,

and following the successful completion of their respective probations, they each had their

2 While petitioner makes no argument that his indecent liberties conviction should have washed, it should be
noted that like Moore, petitioner’s sex offense can not wash and under RCW 9.94A.525(2)(a) will always be
counted as part of petitioner’s offender score. Moore, 75 Wn. App. 166, 170 n 3; see also RCW
9.94A.030(46)(a)(i) and 9A.44,100 (indecent liberties is a felony within 9A.44).
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convictions dismissed pursuant to RCW 9.95 240.° Breazeale, at 833. In 1998, Breazeale
and Berlanga-Hernandez filed motions for orders vacating the judgments and sentences,
and the trial court granted their motions. /d., at 833-34. The Washington State Patrol
(WSP), however, refused to comply with the court’s orders because the WSP believed that
the vacation statute only applied to persons who were convicted after June 30, 1984. /d. at
834. On appeal, this Court held “that a superior court has in the statutory authority under
RCW 9.95.240 to grant a petition to vacate the conviction record following dismissal of
the charge under the same statute.” /d. at 838. The court noted “[w]ithout the ability to
petition the court to alse vacate the conviction record and compel the Patrol to restrict
public access to those records, the entitlement provided by [RCW 9.95.240] and intended
by the Legislature is rendered meaningless.” /d. at 838 (emphasis added)

Contrary to petitioner’s position, Breazeale does not hold that a dismissal under
RCW 9.95.240 is the equivalent to a vacate under RCW 9.9_4A.640. Instead, Breazeale
holds that after a defendant has his conviction dismissed under RCW 9.95.240, th.e
defendant can also petitibn to have his conviction vacated under the same statute. In fact,
two years after Bredzeale was decided, the legislature amended RCW 9.95.240 to clarify
that the rules regarding vacating a conviction apply identically to both pre- and post-SRA
convictions. The 2003 amendment stated in the relevant part:

(2)(a) After the period of probation has expired, the defendant may épply

to the sentencing court for a vacation of the defendant's record of

conviction under RCW 9.94A.640. The court may, in its discretion, clear

the record of conviction if it finds the defendant has met the equivalent of

the tests in RCW 9.94A.640(2) as those tests would be applied to a person
convicted of a crime committed before July 1, 1984.

3 Breazeale’s conviction was dismissed in 1979, and Berlanga-Hernandez’s conviction was dismissed in
1978. Breazeale, 144 Wn.2d 829, 833.
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(b) The clerk of the court in which the vacation order is entered shall

immediately transmit the order vacating the conviction to the Washington

state patrol identification section and to the local police agency, if any,

which holds criminal history information for the person who is the subject

of the conviction. The Washington state patrol and any such local police

agency shall immediately update their records to reflect the vacation of the

conviction, and shall transmit the order vacating the conviction to the

federal bureau of investigation. A conviction that has been vacated under

this section may not be disseminated or disclosed by the state patrol or

local law enforcement agency to any person, except other criminal justice

enforcement agencies.

RCW 9.95.240(2). Both Breazeale and subsection (2) make clear that a dismissal under
RCW 9.95.240(1) is not the equivalent of a vacate under RCW 9.94A.640, because the
additional step of petitioning the court to vacate the conviction is required under both
statue and case law.

In the present case, like Breazeale, petitioner has a pre-SRA conviction that was
dismissed pursuant to RCW 9.95.240. See Brief of Petitioner, Appendix B. However,
unlike Breazeale, petitioner never made a motion to vacate his conviction under that
statute or RCW 9.94A.640. Also, unlike the defendants in Breazeale, petitioner would not
have been eligible to have his 1981 conviction for indecent liberties vacated even if he had
made such a motion. In Breazeale, the court noted that had Breazeale and Berlanga-
Hernandez been convicted of their respective felonies after July 1, 1984, they would have
been eligible for vacation under then RCW 9.94A.230%. Such is not the case for petitioner.
Instead, like Moore, petitioner’s conviction for indecent liberties could not be vacated
because it is a crime against persons as defined in RCW 43.43.830, and RCW
9.94A.640(2) states that an offender may not have his record cleared if the offense was a

crime against persons.

# Currently 9.94A.640.
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Petitioner’s argument that Breazeale holds that a dismissal under RCW 9.95.240 is
the equivalent of a vacate under RCW 9.94A.640 is without merit. Breazeale merely holds
that a defendant whose pre-SRA conviction has been dismissed under RCW 9.95.240 shall
have the same opportunity to petition the court to vacate his conviction as a defendant
whose conviction was obtained post-SRA, and could petition the court to vacate under
RCW 9.94A.640. This court should dismiss petitioner’s petition.

c. Defendant’s 1981 conviction for indecent liberties can not be

vacated under either RCW 9.94A.640 or 9.95.240 and was properly -
included as part of defendant’s offender score,

Petitioner’s claim should be dismissed because neither RCW 9.95.240 nor
9.94A.640 permit the vacation of an indecent liberties conviction, and the trial court
properly included petitioner’s 1981 indecent liberties conviction when calculating
petitioner’s offender score.

An offender must be sentenced based upon the law in effect at the time the current
offense was committed. RCW 9.94A.345, Petitioner committed the first degree child

molestation at issue in this case between June and July of 2004. Therefore, the laws in

| effect during that time control petitioner’s sentencing in this case.

In 2004, RCW 9.94A.640° stated in the pertinent part:

(1) Every offender who has been discharged under RCW 9.94A.637 may
apply to the sentencing court for a vacation of the offender's record of
conviction. If the court finds the offender meets the tests prescribed in
subsection (2) of this section, the court may clear the record of
conviction by: (a) Permitting the offender to withdraw the offender's
plea of guilty and to enter a plea of not guilty; or (b) if the offender has
been convicted after a plea of not guilty, by the court setting aside the
verdict of guilty; and (¢) by the court dismissing the information or
indictment against the offender.

5 1n 2001 former RCW 9.94A.230 was recodified as 9.94A.640
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(2) An offender may not have the record of conviction cleared if...the
offense was a crime against persons as defined in RCW 43.43.830...

(3) Once the court vacates a record of conviction under subsection (1) of
this section, the fact that the offender has been convicted of the offense
shall not be included in the offender's criminal history for purposes of
determining a sentence in any subsequent conviction, and the offender
shall be released from all penalties and disabilities resulting from the
offense. For all purposes, including responding to questions on
employment applications, an offender whose conviction has been vacated
may state that the offender has never been convicted of that crime.
Nothing in this section affects or prevents the use of an offender’s prior
conviction in a later criminal prosecution.

In 2004, RCW 9.95.240 read as follows:

(1) Every defendant who has fulfilled the conditions of his or her
probation for the entire period thereof, or who shall have been discharged
from probation prior to the termination of the period thereof, may at any
time prior to the expiration of the maximum period of punishment for the
offense for which he or she has been convicted be permitted in the
discretion of the court to withdraw his or her plea of guilty and enter a
plea of not guilty, or if he or she has been convicted after a plea of not
guilty, the court may in its discretion set aside the verdict of guilty; and in
either case, the court may thereupon dismiss the information or indictment
against such defendant, who shall thereafter be released from all penalties
and disabilities resulting from the offense or crime of which he or she has
been convicted. The probationer shall be informed of this right in his or
her probation papers: PROVIDED, That in any subsequent prosecution,
for any other offense, such prior conviction may be pleaded and proved,
and shall have the same effect as if probation had not been granted, or the
information or indictment dismissed.

(2)(a) After the period of probation has expired, the defendant may
apply to the sentencing court for a vacation of the defendant's record
of conviction under RCW 9.94A.640. The court may, in its discretion,
clear the record of conviction if it finds the defendant has met the
equivalent of the tests in RCW 9.94A.640(2) as those tests would be
applied to a person convicted of a crime committed before July 1,
1984.

(b) The clerk of the court in which the vacation order is entered shall
immediately transmit the order vacating the conviction to the Washington
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state patrol identification section and to the local police agency, if any,
which holds criminal history information for the person who is the subject
of the conviction. The Washington state patrol and any such local police
agency shall immediately update their records to reflect the vacation of the
conviction, and shall transmit the order vacating the conviction to the
federal bureau of investigation. A conviction that has been vacated under
this section may not be disseminated or disclosed by the state patrol or
local law enforcement agency to any person, except other criminal justice
enforcement agencies.

‘(emphasis added)

As noted above, neither RCW 9.94A.640 nor 9.95.240 allows a defendant to vacate
a conviction if it was considered a crime against persons as defined in RCW 43.43.830°.
Both indecent liberties and first degree child molestation (to which the sentencing court
found petitioner’s indecent liberties conviction comparable) are considered crimes against
persons. Thus, both RCW 9.94A.640(2)(c) and 9.95.240(2) prohibited petitioner from
having his 1981 conviction for indecent liberties vacated.

Petitioner also relies upon RCW 9.94A.030(13)(b) to support his argument that
petitioner’s indecent liberties conviction should not be counted as part of his criminél
history. RCW 9.94A.030(13)(b) states:

A conviction may be removed from a defendant’s criminal history only if
it is vacated pursuant to RCW 9.96.060, 9.94A.640, 9.95.240, or a similar
out-of-state statute, or if the conviction has been vacated pursuant to a
governor’s pardon.

® RCW 43.43.830 (5) states: “Crime against children or other persons” means a conviction of any of the
following offenses: Aggravated murder; first or second degree murder; first or second degree kidnapping;
first, second, or third degree assault; first, second, or third degree assault of a child; first, second, or third
degree rape; first, second, or third degree rape of a child; first or second degree robbery; first degree arson;
first degree burglary; first or second degree mansiaughter; first or second degree extortion; indecent
liberties; incest; vehicular homicide; first degree promoting prostitution; communication with a minor;
unlawful imprisonment; simple assault; sexual exploitation of minars; first or second degree criminal
mistreatment; endangerment with a controlled substance; child abuse or neglect as defined in RCW
26.44.020; first or second degree custodial interference; first or second degree custodial sexual misconduct;
malicious harassment; first, second, or third degree child molestation; first or second degree sexual
misconduct with a minor; *patronizing a juvenile prostitute; child abandonment; promoting pornography;
selling or distributing erotic material to a minor; custodial assault; violation of child abuse restraining order;
child buying or selling; prostitution; felony indecent exposure; criminal abandonment; or any of these crimes
as they may be renamed in the future, (emphasis added)

STATE’S RESPONSE TO PERSONAL Office of Prosecuting Attorney
RESTRAINT PETITION 930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 946
carrier] prp.doc Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171

Pagel3 Main Office: (253) 798-7400




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Petitioner then states that “it is indisputable that Carrier’s prior “strike” was vacated
pursuant to RCW 9.5.040 [sic].” Brief of Petitioner at 7. Petitioner’s argument fails
because his case was dismissed pursuant to 9.95.240, not vacated, and therefore RCW
9.94A.030(13)(b) provides no support to petitioner.

Petitioner’s indecent liberties conviction was properly counted as part of his

offender score, and his petition should be dismissed.

D. CONCLUSION:

Petitioner’s petition should be dismissed because petitioner’s judgment and
sentence is facially valid as the trial court properly included petitioner’s 1981 indecent
liberties conviction as part of his criminal history when calculating petitioner’s offender
score.

DATED: October 23, 2009.

MARK LINDQUIST
Pierce County
Prosecuting Attorney

T
Awrum luiielsrn
KAREN A. WATSON

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

WSB # 24259

Certificate of Service:

The undersigned certifies that on this day she delivered r
ABC-LMI delivery to the petitioner true and correct coprea of the deCument to

which this certificate is attached. This stalement is certified to be true and
correct under penalty of perjury of the Jaws of the State of Washington. Signed

al Tacoma, Waghington, on the date below.
o '}3@3} Wo one Moo
Date ignature

STATE’S RESPONSE TO PERSONAL Office of Prosecuting Attorney
RESTRAINT PETITION 930 Tacoma Avenue South, Room 946
carrier] prp.doc Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171
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” ) 9 1473 2-13/2886 999036
. Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Dale: October 23,
. N SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
\ m \ “ Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stack Pierce County Clerk, Washington
JoSwepD  02-13-08 )

04-1-03722-2 24815677

FILED
DEPT. 11

IN OPEN COURT

FEB 10 2006
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR FIERCE COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plentiff, | CAUSENO: 04-1-037222 N0 ¥Ry
Ve .
HARRY NATHAN CARRIER, WARRANT OF COMMITMENT

| Do il s FEB 1 0 7905
Defendant, | 3) [] Other Custody

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO THE DIRECTOR OF ADULT DETENTION OF PIERCE COUNTY:

'WHEREAS, Judgment has been pronounced. against the defendant in the Superior Court of the State of
Washington for the County of Pierce, that the defendant be punished as specified in the Judgment snd
Setence/Orda Modifying/Revaking Probation/Carununity Supervision, a full and correct copy of which is
attached hereto, ,

[ 11 YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendant for
classification, confinement and placement as ordered in the Judgment and Sentence.
(Jentence of confinement in Pierce County Jail).

[X] 2 YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to take and deliver the defendant to
the proper officers of the Department of Corrections; and

YOU, THE PROPER OFFICERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, ARE
COMMANDED to receive the defendant for classification, confinement and placement
as ordered in the Judgment and Sentence. (Sentence of oonfinement in Department of
Corrections custody).

Office of Proseculing Atsoruey
946 County-Clty Building

‘WARRANT OF Tacoma, Wl;hinglnn 984022171
] COMMITMENT - ] Telephone: (253) 798-7400
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1473 271372086 88839
. Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 2.
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F

Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington

04-1-03722-2

[ ] 3. YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the defendent for
classification, confmement and placement as ordered in the Judgmant and Setence. .
(Sentence of confinement or placement net covered by Sections | and 2 above). RTINS

[
\'\_\,.r‘

- )
ion of the Honareblé |

Dated: 2 - 10 ) 06

JORFPROBLCARTAY

)
o WMC%&L

CERTIFIED COPY DELIVERED TQ SHE

pEp-1 o 20522

STATE OF WASHINGTON
.

Courty of Pierce
I, Kevin Stock, Clerk of the above entitled
Court, do hereby certify that this faregoing
instrument is « true and corredt copy of the
criginal now on file in my office.
IN WITNESS WHEREQF, I hereunto st oy
hand and the Seal of 3aid Court this

dqyof >

KEVIN STOCK, Clak
By: Deputy

Jch

Office of Presccuting Atlorney
946 County-City Buikling

ARRAN Tacoms, Washington 98402-2171
:OMMITJE?:"!' -2 Telephone: (253) 798-7400
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JUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR FIERCE CQJ

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

va

HARRY NATHAN CARRIER

SID: 15747281
DOB: 02/2/50

Q 1473
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 2
SerialiD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40 2CF7892A4F

Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington

Zr13-2886 28848

IN OPEN

.............................

Paintiff, | CAUSE NO. 04-1-03722-2

JUDGMENT AND SERTENCE (J3)
D4 Prison

[ ]Jail One Year or Less

Defendant. | [ ] First-Time Offender

( 18s03A

[ 1DOSA

[ ]Breaking The Cycle (BIC)

FILED
DEPT. 11

FEB 10 2005

Pierce Cvﬁlem
DEPUTY

COURT

FEB 10 2006

L HEARING

11 A gentencing hearing was held and the defendant, the defendent's law yer end the (deputy) proseating
attomey were present.

II. FINDINGS

There being no reason why judgment should not be pronounced, the court FINDS:

21 CURRENT OFFENSE(S); The defendant was found guilty on June 13, 2005 on Counts IV and V, and
found guilty on June 15, 2003, for Count 1

by[ X]plea [ ]jury-venrdid[ ] bench trial of:

COUNT | CRIME RCW ENHANCEMENT | DATEQF INCIDENTNO.
. TYPE® CRIME
I Child Molestetion in the 9A.44.073 N/A 06/01/04 — | 045040 (Olympia
First 07/30/04 D)
v Dealing in Depictions of | 9.68A.050(1) N/A 06/01/04 ~ | 045040
Minors Engaged in 01/30/04
Sexually Explicit Conduct
v Pogsesgion of Depictione | 9.68A.070 N/A 06/01/04 — | 045040
of Minors Engaged in 07/30/04
Sexuall licit Conduct

* (F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapons, (V) VUCSA in a protected zone, (VE) Veh Hom, See RCW 46.61,520,
(JP) v enile present,

Office of Prosecuting Attorney

bbbl aU LB uilding

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J5)

(Felony) (6/19/2003) Page 1 of

o~7-0/B75-2.

Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171
Telephonct (253) 7987400

{




s . 1473 2Zr13-2886 65841
[PRTRIEW Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: Oclober 2
L SeriallD: 830836 18-F20F-6452-D400322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington
1 i 04-1-03722-2
2
3 as charged in the Amended Information
4 [ ] Curent offenses encompassing the same criminal conduct and counting as one arime in determining
the offender score are (RCW 9.94A.589): NONE, ALL SEPARATE CRIMINAL CONDUCT.
.5 [ ] Other aurent convictions listed under different cause mumbers used in calculating the offender scare
e ere (list offense and cause number):
neei 22  CRIMINAL HISTORY (RCW 9.94A.525);
7 CRIME DATE OF SENTENCING DATE OF Aol TYPE
JENTENCE COURT CRIME ADULT | OF
8 {County & State) JOV CRIME
1 | Indecent Liberties 10/01/81 King County, WA 02/26/81 - | Adult Bex
9 Q3/14/81
2 | Repein the Third Degree | 04/17/52 | King County, WA 09/31/91 Adult | Sex
10 [ ] The court finds that the fallowing prior convictions are one offense for purposes of determining the
offender score (RCW 9.94A.525):
11
, 23 SENTENCING DATA:
Ll
arpx 121 ) cOUNT | OFFENDER | SERIOUSNESS |  STANDARD RANGE PLUS TOTALSTANDARD | MAXIMUM
t NO. SCORE LEVEL ot including enhacementy) | ENHANCEMENTS RANGS TERM
13 Gocuding cohmcementd
M RE a . X Lte Wiswr (pate | WA Lae Wieer tarvlp| LIFE
v a4 v 60 months N/A 60 marths 5 years
15 \'s — Unranked 0-12 months N/A 0-12 monthz S years
I
16| 24 | ] EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE. Substential and compelling reasons exist which justify an
exceptional sentence{ | above[ )below the gandard range for Count(s) . Findingz of fact and
' 7 conclusions of law are aitached in Appendix 24, The Prosecuting Attarney [ ] &id [ ] did not recommend
. " a gimilar sentence,
e 25  LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS. The judgment shall upan entry be collectable by civil means,
| 19 subject to applicable exemptions set forth in Title 6, RCW. Chapter 379, Section 22, Laws of 2003.
. 20 [ ] The following extraordinary circumstances exist that make restitution inappropriate (RCW 9.94A.753):
21
i { ] The following extraordinary circumstances exiat that make payment of nonmandatory legal financial
g 2 obligations ineppropriste;
: 23
iL Lut
arri 24
25
26
27
28
OfTice of Proseculing Attorney
. Wu"mz 217
vy JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J3) coma, Washingion 93402-
[ALY] (F dcny) ( & 9/2003) Pagez of Telephooe: (253) 798-7400
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JASS CODE
RINIRIN $ Restittion to:
s Restitition to:
(Name and Address--address may be withheld and provided confidentially to Clerk's Office).
PCcv 3 50000 Crime Victim aswexanot
DNA b 100.00 DNA Database Fee
PUB $__ 400.0 @ ourt-Appoirted Attomey Fees and Defense Corts
FRC $ | |g .00Criminal Filing Fee
FoM $ Fine

. , 1473 271372686 88042
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 2
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F

Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington
04-1-03722-2

26 For viclent offenses, moet serious offensen, or armed offenders recommended gentencing sgreements or
plea agreements are [ ] attached | ] as follows: NO AGREEMENTS RE: SENTENCING.

. JUDGMENT

KA The defendant is GUILTY of the Courts and Charges listed in Paragreph 2.1,

32 [X] The court DISMISSES Counts IT end ITI for the reasons set forth in the “Motion and Order for
Diamixal Without Prgjudice of Counts TT and 11I”

IV, SENTENCE AND ORDER
IT I3 ORDERED:

4,1 Defendant shall pay to the Clerk of this Court: (Pierce County Cleck. 930 Tacoma Avy #110, Tacoms WA 93402

NFINEMENT. RCW 9.94A.712 Defendant is sentenced to the following term of confinement j
of the Department of Corrections (DOC):

Count

Count -

Count Minimum Term Months  Maximum Tem:
The Indetermninzate Sentencing Review Boardpaa® increase the minimum term of confinement. [ ]
COMMUNITY CUSTODY is Ordered fof coutts.gentenced under RCW 9.94A,712, from time of release
from total confinement urdil the expir@i ; 1 sertence:

until years from today’sdate [ ] for the remainder of the Defendant’s

—

OTHER LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS (specify below)

$ Other Costs for;
3 Other Codts for:
s ;ﬁ; TOTAL o )
ot e ‘rv""O'Vl
| [] ‘ ‘O - (—mg \‘V\ O\d 0& ol ‘ Office of Ptmcuﬁng Altoroty
JUDGMERT AND SENTENCE (I3) . Tacoma, Wlshh\gt:::i;‘%LZ(ﬂ

Telephone: (253) 798-7400

(Felony) (6/19/2003) Page 3 of




. 39 3473 271372886 69843
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: Octobsr 2
D

SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Slock Pierce County Clerk, Washington

1 04-1-03722-2
2
[X] All payments ghal] be made in accordance with the policies of the clerk, commencing immediately,
RO unless the court specifically sets forth the rate herein: Not lessthan $ per month
0 " commencing . RCW 9.94.760. If the court does not set the rate herein, the
4 defendant shall report 1o the clerk’ s office within 24 hours of the entry of the judgment and sergenceto
set up a payment plan.
| 51 42  RESTITUTION
! 6 [ ] The abowe total doe:netmcludeallrmumeind\mybembylata'a‘deofﬁmcm An agreed
: restitution arder may be entered. RCW 9,94A.753, A restitution hearing:
i 7 [ ] ehall be s&t by the prosecutor.
| 8 [ ] iz scheduled for
el [ ] defendant waives sny right to be presert st any regtitution hearing (defendant’s initials):
‘wmeg 9

P )(mzsrmmon. Order Attached
10

11]] 43  COSTS OF INCARCERATION

& [ 1In addition to other costs imposed herein, the court finds that the defendant has or ig likely to have the
. 12 means to pay the costs of incarcaration, and the defendunt is ondered to pay such cods at the statutory
! rate, RCW 10.01.160

: B 44  COLLECTIONCOSTS
. The defendant shall pay the costs of gervices to collect tnpaid legal financial obligations per contract or
e statute, RCW 3618190, 5.%4A.780 and 19.16 500.
wes B 45 vremest
16 The financial obligations imposed in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the judgment until

peyment in full, et the rate applicsble to civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090
17 4.6 COSTS ON APPEAL

An award of costs on appeal ageinst the defendant may be added to the total le@l financial obligations.
18 RCW. 1073,

47  [X]HIVTESTING

| P The Health Department or designee shail test and coned the defendant for HIV a9 soon as possible and the
20 defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing RCW 70.24.340.

Wial 48  [X] DNA TESTING

e 2 The defendant ehall have a blood/biotogical semple drawn for purpases of DNA identification analysis and
22 the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing  The appropriste agency, the county or DOC, shall be

responsible for obtaining the sample prior to the defendamt®a release from confinement. RCW 43.43.754,

23 ||| 49  NOCONTACT
The defendant shall net have contact with A.G. (d ab. 08/04/92) (name, DOB) including, but nct limited

24 to, personal, verbal, telephonic, writlen or contact through a thind party far THE REMAINDER OF THE
DEFENDANT'S LIFE (nct to exceed the maximum stahitory sentence),
25 {X] Protection Order or Antiharassment Order is filed with this Judgment and Sentence.

26 4.4 OTHER:
27 411 BOND IS HEREBY EXONERATED

[N (B
hrwy

28

Office of Prosecuting Atlorney
— T TN T

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J5) Tocoma, Washington 98402-2171
(dey) (6/19/2{1)3’) PB&C 4of Telephone: (253) 798-7400
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1433 271372886 88844
. Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: Oclober 2
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F

Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washinglon
04-1-03722-2

412  CONFINEMENT OVER ONE YEAR: PERSISTENT OFFENDER. The defendant was foundto be a

ious offense and that the defendant has
P ottens elonies i -:-
offenee for which the defardant-wag

‘The court Finds Count T-‘ is a crime listed in RCW 9.94A.030(31)(0)(0) (eg., rape
in the firet degree, rape of a ¢fild in the first degree (when the offender was sixteen years of wge ar
older when the offender committed the offense), child molestation in the firet degree, rape in the
wecond degree, rape of a child in the second degree (when the offender was cighteen years of sge or
older when the offender committed the offense) or indecent liberties by forcible compulsion; or eny of
the following offenses with a finding of scxual motivation: murder in the first degree, murder in the
gecond degree, homicide by abuse, kidnapping in the firet degree, kidnapping in the second degree,
assault in the first degree, asssult in the second degres, assault of a child in the first degree, or burglery
inthe firgt degree; or an attempt to commit any crime ligted in RCW 9, 94A. 080(31)(b)(i)), and that the
defendunt has been convicted on at least one separate occusion, whether in this state o elscwhere, of a
crime lited in RCW 9.94A.030(31)(b)(3i) or any federal or cut-of-state offense or offense under prior
Washingion law that is comperable to the offenses listed in ROW 9.94A. 003 NG, = TndeclrT

Those pricr convictions sre included in the offender score as lised in Section 2.2 of this Judgme B’ ™ e =z
Sentence. RCW 9.94A 030, RCW 9.54A, Com (el
[+]

(a) CONFINEMENT, RCW 9.94A.589. Defendart is sentenced to the following term of total
confinement in the cugtody of the Department of Corrections:

Life without the possibility of early releasc on Count . ]: ‘

months on Court H[-
}ﬁ rmonths on Count N
maonths on Count '

Actusl number of manths of total confinement ardered is: Life without the pozsibility of early release.

(b) CONSECUTIVE/CONCURRENT SENTENCKS. RCW9.94A.589. All counts shall be served
concurrently, except for the portion of those counts for whidh there is a special finding of firearm or
cther deadly weapon as set forth above at Section 2.3, and excopt for the following counts which shall
be zerved conseatively: '

The sentence herein ghall nm conseatively to all felony sentences in cther cauge mmbers that were
imposed prior to the cammision of the erime(s) being sentenced,

The sentence herein shall run concurrently with felony sentences in cther cause numbers that were
imposed subscquent to the commission of the crime(s) being sentenced unless otherwise set forth here,
[ ] The sentence herein shall run conseatively to the felony sentence in cause number(s)

The gentence herein shall run congeautively to all previously imposed misdemeancor pentences unless
otherwisc sct forth here;
Confinement ghall commence immediately unless otherwise set fosth here:

Office of Prosecuting Alforney
i

¢ ot Washi 98402.2 7
JUDGWT AND SMGE Js) coma, .n agton -2 b
(Felony) (6/19/2003) Page § of Telephooe: (253) 798-7400




reperr

F I S
rrp-

bW

rrrer

| T
e

[ S
P e
!

oy S
Vg T

10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

. 1473 Z/13/288¢ 84845
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 23]
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington
04-1-03722-2

413 OTHER:

CONFINEMENT. RCW 9.94A.712 Defendant is sentenced tothe following term of confinement in the
custody of the Department of Carvections (DOC):

Count Minimum Term: Months Maximum Tem;
Count Minimum Tam Months Muaxirmum Term:
Count Minimum Term Monthe  Maximum Term:

The Indeterminste Smﬁzdng Review Board may increase the minimum term of confinement.{ ]
COMMUNITY CUSTODY is Ordered for counts sentenced under RCW 9,94A.712, from tirne of release
fram total confinement until the expiration of the maximum sentence;

Comt . until years fromtoday’sdate [ ] for the remainder of the Defendart’ s life.
Count until years fromtoday’sdate | ] for the remainder of the Defendant’s life.
Count until years fromtoday’'sdate | ] for theremainder of the Defendent’a life.

NCONMUNITY CUSTODY is Ordered for counts gentenced under RCW 9. A 715:
Comt IV 36to 48 months, conditions as set forth in Appendix H

Count V. 12montha, conditions as se forth in Appendix H

Office of Prosecuting Attoroey
6. g L ire Byr it

Tacoma, Washington 98402-2171
gggvh%fﬁgg ?aq:?ocf = O Telephnne; (253) 798-7400
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. & 1473 271372866 886846
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: Oclober 2

SeriallD; 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington

M-1-03722-2

V. NOTICES AND SIGNATURES

5.1 COLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDGMENT. Any pdition or motion for colleteral attack on this
Judgment and Sentence, including but not limited to any personal restraint petition, state habeas corpus
petition, motion to vacate judgment, motion to withdraw guilty plea, motion for new trial or motion to
arest judgment, must be filed within ane year of the final judgment in this matter, exumupmxded for in
RCW 10,73,100. RCW 10.73.090,

52 LENGTH OF SUPERVISION. For an offense committed prior to July 1, 2000, the defendant shall
ranain under the court's jurisdiction and the supervision of the Departmant of Corrections for a period up to
10 years from the date of sentence or release fram confinement, whichever is langer, to assure payment of
all legal financial obligations unless the court extends the oriminal judgment an additional 10 yeers Foran
offense committed on or after July 1, 2000, the court ghall retain jurisdiction over the offender, for the
purpose of the offender’ s complience with payment of the legal financial obligations, until the cbligation is
campletely saticfied, regardliess of the satitory maxirmun for the crime RCW 9,944,760 end RCW
9.94A. 505,

53 KOTICE OF INCOME-WITHHOLDING ACTION. If the court hasnot ordered an immediate notice
of payroll deduction in Section 4.1, you are notified that the Department of Corrections may issuc a natice
of payrall deduction without notice to you if you are mare than 30 days past due in manthly payments in an
amourt equal to or greater than the amount paysble for onemoth. RCW 9.94A,7602. Other income-
withholding action tnder RCW 9, YA may be taken without further notice, RCW 9,.94A 7602

54 CRIMINAL ENFORCEMENT ANRD CIVIL COLLECTION. Any violation of this Judgment end
Sentence is punighable by up to 60 days of confinement per violation. Per section 2.5 of this document,
legal financial obligations are collectible by civil means. RCW 9.54A. 634,

58 FIREARMS. Y oumust immediately eurrender any concealed pistol licenge and you may not own, use or
possess any firearm unless your right to do so is restared by a court of record. (The court clerk hall
forward a copy of the defendant's driver's license, identicard, or comparable identification to the
Department of Licensing along with the datc of conviction or commitment.) RCW 9.41,040, 941,047,

56 SEX AND XIDNAPPING OFFENDER REGISTRATION. RCW 9A.44.130, 10.01.200. Because this
arime involves a sex offense or kidnapping offense (e.g, kidnapping in the first degree, kidnapping in the
second degree, or unlawful imprisonment as defined in chapter 9A 40 RCW where the victim ig a minor
and you arenot the minor’ s parait), you sre required to register with the sheriff of the county of the stalc
of Washington where you reside If yau are not a resident of Washington bt you are a gudent in
Washington or you are employed in Washington or you carry on 8 vocation in Washington, you must register
with the sheriff of the county of your school, place of employment, or vocation. Youmust register
immediately upon being sentenced unless you are in custody, in which case you must register within 24
hours of your release.

If you leave the state following your sertencing or release from custody but later move back to
Washington, you must regigter within 30 days after moving to this state or within 24 hours sfter doing 80 if
you are under the jurisdiction of this state’s Department of Corrections. If you leave thia state fallowing
your sentencing or release from custody but later while not a resident of Washington you become employed
in Weshington, carry out a vocetion in Washington, or attend school in Washington, you must registar within
30 days after atarting school in thig state or becoming employed or carrying out a vocation in this etate, or
within 24 hours after doing % if you are under the jurisdiction of this state’ s Department of Corrections.

IE you change your residence within s county, you must send written notice of your change of residence to
the sheriff within 72 hours of moving. If you change your regidence to a new county within this stete, you
rmust gend written notice of your change of residence Lo the sheriff of your new county of residence at least
14 duys before moving, register with that sheriff within 24 hours of moving and you must giv ¢ written
notice of your change of address to the sheriff of the county where last registered within 10 days of
moving If you move out of Washington State, you must also send written notice within 10 days of moving

to the county sheriff with whom you last registered in Washington State
Office of Prosecuting Attoroey
g Building

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J3) Tacoms, Washington 98402-2171
(Feloy) (6/19/2003) Page 7 of Tekephones (253) 798-7400
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. Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 2),

SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington
04-1-03722-2

If you are a resident of Washington and you are admitted to a public or privete institition of higher education,
you are required to notify the sheriff of the county of your residence of your intent to attend the ingtiition
within 10 days of enrolling or bythe first business day after arriving at the ingtituticn, whichever is carlier
Even if you lack a fixed residence, you are required to register. Registration must occur within 24 hours of
release in the courty where you are being supervised if you donat have a residence at the time of your
releage from cuatody or within 48 houre excluding weekends end holidays after ceaging to have a fived
residence. 1f you erter a differant county and stay there for more than 24 hours, you will be required to
regigter in the new county. You must also repart weekly in person to the sheriff of the county where you
ure registered. The weekly report shall be an a day specified by the county sheriff's office, and shall oocur
during normal business hours  The county sheriff's office may require you to ligt the locations where you
have aycd during the last seven days. The lack of a fixed residence iz a fector that may be considered in
determining an offender’ arisk level and hall make the offender mubject bo disclogure of information to the
public et large pursuant to RCW 4.24,550,

If yournove to snother state, or if you wark, carry on a vocation, or attend echool in ancther state you
mst register a new sddress, fingarprints, and photograph with the new tate within 10 days after
establishing residence, or after beginning to work, carry on a vecation, or atteng schocl in the new atste,
Youmust also wend written notice within 10 days of moving to the new state or to a Foreign country to the
county sheriff with whom you Jest regigtered in Washington State

DONE in Open Court and in the presence of the defendent thisdete: 2 ~ /O -—Oé .

FILED

1473 £/13/72886 86847

Office of Prusecuting Attorney
diog

Defendent DEPT. 11
Print name: IN OPEN COURT

FEB 10 2006
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (JS)

(Felony) (6/19/2003) Page 8 of

Tocoma, Washiugton 98402-2171
Teicphone: (253) 798-7400
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. 1473 Zr3137/72986 68848
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 23%
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington

04-1-03722-2
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK
CAUSE NUMBER of this cage: 04-1-03722-2

1, KEVIN STOCK Clerk of this Court, certify that the Foregoing iz a full, true and corredt copy of the Judgment and
Sentence in the abov erentitled action now on record in this office.

WITNESS my hand and seel of the said Superiar Court affixed this date:

Clerk of gaid County and State, by: , Deputy Clak

Office of Prosecuting Attorney

it Building
R Tocoma, Washingion 984022171
JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (J5) Telephone: (253) 7::-7400

(Felony) (6/19/2003) Page 9 of
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. 3’ 1473 27132886 AdBE49
Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 2
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F

Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washington

04-1-03722-2

IDENTIFICATION OF DEFENDANT DEPT. 11

IN OPEN courT

SIDNo  1574728) Date of Bisth 02/26/50

(If no SID teke Fingerprint card for State Patrol) FEB 10 2005

FBINa T71118AA6 Local IDNo UNK

PCNNo. UNK Othee  \By.......)

Aliaz name, SSN, DOB:

Race: Ethnlcity; Sex

] Asian/Pecific [] Bladk/African- {X] Ceucusien []  |Hispanic [X] Male
Iglander American

[] Native Americean [ ] Other: : [X] XNon- [] Female

Hispanic
FINGERPRINTS

DEFENDANT'Y SIGNATURE:
DEFENDANT’S ADDRESS:
Office of Prosecuting Attoraey
Sl L0uak R Cllg Building
To Washi 98402-2171
(Felomy) GO i st e T

(Felony) (6/19/2003) Page 10 of




Case Number: 04-1-03722-2 Date: October 23, 2009
SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F
Digitally Certified By: Kevin Stock Pierce County Clerk, Washingion

State of Washington, County of Pierce ss: |, Kevin Stock, Clerk of the
aforementioned court do hereby certify that the document

SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F containing 12 pages plus
this sheet, is a true and correct copy of the original that is of record in my office
and that this image of the original has been transmitted pursuant to statutory
authority under RCW 5.52.050. In Testimony whereof, | have electronically
certified and attached the Seal of said Court on this date.

l|,;)lrl1,,

% [% 2 .Z e y é( 3 p "_
ST ': o=
- T C-
: - TS R
L e A
Kevin Stock, Pierce County Clerk : o "%‘?f,ﬂ,NF’.‘»?? \5\
H ':’ p \\"
By /S/Melissa Engler, Deputy. /Z‘X’CE 00\3

Dated: Oct 23, 2009 1:13 PM e !

Instructions to recipient: If you wish to verify the authenticity of the certified
document that was transrnitted electronically by the Court, sign on to:

https://www.co.pierce.wa.us/cfapps/secure/linx/courtfiling/certifieddocumentview.cfm,
enter SeriallD: 83083618-F20F-6452-D40D322CF7892A4F.
The copy associated with this number will be displayed by the Court.
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~ OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK

To: ' Therese Nicholson-Kahn
Cc: Karen Watson
Subject: RE: Harry Carrier, Case No. 83377-0

Rec’d 10/23/09

Please note that any pleading filed as an attachment to e-mail will be treated as the original.

Therefore, if a filing is by e-mail attachment, it is not necessary to mail to the court the
original of the document.

From: Therese Nicholson-Kahn [mailto:tnichol@co.pierce.wa.us]
~ Sent: Friday, October 23, 2009 2:14 PM

To: OFFICE RECEPTIONIST, CLERK

Cc: Karen Watson

Subject: Harry Carrier, Case No. 83377-0

Y Al

1212 Wd £2 10060

Please see attached the State's Response to Personal Restraint Petition in the below stated matter:

In Re: the PRP of Harry Carrier
No. 83377-0

Submitted by: Karen Watson
WSB # 24259

Ph: 253/798-6592

e-mail: kwatson@co.pierce.wa.us
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Please call me at 253/798-7426 if you have any questions.

Therese Kahn
Legal Assistant to Karen Watson



